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Further to the November 7, 2008 personal interview with Examiners Thrower and 
Johnson, Applicant's separate record of the substance of the interview is provided in the 
following remarks. 
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REMARKS 

Applicant appreciates the courtesies shown to Applicant's representative by Examiners 
Thrower and Johnson in the November 7, 2008 personal interview. During the personal 
interview Applicant's representative traversed the rejection of independent claim 1 under 35 
U.S.C § 102(b) over U.S. Patent No. 5,383,550 to Tsao and the rejection of independent claim 
1 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) over U.S. Patent No. 5,080,839 to Kindt-Larsen. The points 
presented during the personal interview parallel the arguments presented in the September 29, 
2008 Amendment. 

With respect to the § 102(b) rejection of independent claim 1 over Tsao, as discussed 
during the personal interview, Tsao fails to disclose a cover that has a tube through-hole 
formed therein, and a su pply tube for supplying a hydrating liquid to a containment recess 
inserted through the tube through-hole so that when the containment recess is covered by the 
cover, the hydrating liquid is applied to the containment recess through the supply tube, as 
recited in independent claim 1 . 

In particular, Tsao discloses a conventional contact lens carrying/storing case 10 (the 
alleged hydrating case) that stores lenses between wearing times. See Tsao, col. 1, lines 9-15. 
The carrying/storing case 10 may also be used for disinfecting lenses. See Tsao, col. 1, lines 
6-8. Tsao fails to disclose that the case 10 maybe used for hydrating lenses during a 
manufacturing process. Moreover, Tsao fails to disclose a cover that has a tube through-hole 
formed therein, and a supply tube for supplying a hydrating liquid to a containment recess that 
is inserted through the tube through-hole so that when the containment recess is covered by 
the cover, the hydrating liquid is supplied to the containment recess through the supply tube, 
as recited in independent claim 1 . 

Therefore, independent claim 1 is patentable over Tsao. In addition, claims, 2, 3 and 
5-10, which depend from independent claim 1, also are patentable over Tsao, at least in view 
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of the patentability of independent claim 1, as well as for the additional features these claims 
recite. Accordingly, withdrawal of the rejections is respectfully requested. 

With respect to the § 102(b) rejection of independent claim 1 over Kindt-Larsen, as 
discussed during the personal interview, Kindt-Larsen fails to disclose a mouth of a 
containment recess that is provided with a liquid tight closure so as to constitute a distribution 
case in which a moisture-containing contact lens is sealed within the containment recess 
while being in a state of immersion in a distribution storage liquid, as recited in independent 
claim 1. 

In particular, Kindt-Larsen discloses a conventional system for hydrating contact 
lenses. See Kindt-Larsen, col. 2, lines 61-64. Kindt-Larsen fails to disclose that the cavity 55 
of Kindt-Larsen (the alleged containment recess) includes a mouth of a containment recess 
that is provided with a liquid tight closure by a cover so as to constitute a distribution case in 
which a moisture-containing contact lens is sealed within the containment while being in a 
state of immersion in a distribution storage liquid. Moreover, Kindt-Larsen fails to disclose 
any element that can reasonably be considered to correspond to the claimed mouth of a 
containment recess. 

Therefore, independent claim 1 is patentable over Kindt-Larsen. In addition, claim 9, 
which depends from independent claim 1, also is patentable over Kindt-Larsen, at least in 
view of the patentability of independent claim 1, as well as for the additional features this 
claim recites. Accordingly, withdrawal of the rejections is respectfully requested. 

In addition, as discussed during the personal interview, the combination of Tsao and 
Kindt-Larsen fails to disclose, or render obvious, the claimed combination of features of 
independent claim 1 . In particular, Tsao discloses a conventional contact lens 
carrying/storing case 10 and Kindt-Larsen discloses a conventional process and system for 
hydrating contact lenses. That is, the systems of Tsao and Kindt-Larsen are directed to 
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completely different processes and one having ordinary skill in the art would not be motivated 
to combine the systems of Tsao and Kindt-Larsen to arrive at the features of independent 
claim 1. 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that this application is in 
condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and prompt allowance are earnestly 
solicited. 

Should the Examiner believe that anything further would be desirable in order to place 
this application in even better condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
undersigned at the telephone number set forth below. 
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